If it is urged that Dr. Turner is thinking, not of medical attendance, but of personal interest, I venture to state categorically that he is wrong in supposing that an average superintendent can keep in actual touch with and take a personal interest, really worthy of the name, in even rive hundred patients?that it is only quite an exceptional person who can take a continued daily personal interest in more than three or four hundred persons.
(I have heard that similar considerations have led public authorities in providing for children to favour small homes: and what applies to normal children applies with more force still to great numbers of the mentally defective.) What Dr. Turner says about classification in a large Institution is, of course, obviously true. The larger the number to be classified, the easier to divide them up so as to secure about the same degree of defect in each class. But the advantage has its reverse side. The more you classify, obviously the less you individualize. In the mammoth institution it will be inevitable that interest centres rather on the class than the individual. In smaller homes there will still be classification: this is inevitable. But there will be something which is better than classification, viz., individualism. The only intelligent object of classification, after all, is to adapt treatment to capacity and requirements. The danger of classification,?the danger which besets every large institution, our public schools, for instance,?is that while grouping people together on the grounds of their similarities in one point or another, it is apt to lead to their receiving identical treatment in all respects, to overlook their essential differences as individuals.
Dr. Turner considers it inconceivable that county authorities will set up a system of small homes. The points he presses against such a system amount in effect to the single objection that " the expense will be prohibitive." I urge most strongly in reply to this objection that it will be short-sighted indeed to let the consideration of the immediate expense in pounds, shillings and pence in' volved weigh with us in considering the treatment of this question. Where the salving of human material, the raising the standard of human possibilities, is concerned, money is well spent, and the best will be the cheapest in the long run.
I am, etc.,
A. H. Baverstock, Rector of Hinton Martel, Wimbourne.
